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Speech Emeotion Recognition Based on Acoustic Features
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Abstract Emotion recognition from speech is a challenging research area with wide applications. This paper explored
one of the key aspects of building an emotion recognition system: generating suitable feature representation. We extracted
features from four angles; (1) low-level acoustic features such as intensity, F0,jitter, shimmer, spectral contours etc. and
statistical functions over these features, (2) a set of features derived from segmental cepstral-based features scored
against emotion-dependent Gaussian mixture models, (3)a set of features derived from a set of low-level acoustic code-
words, (4) GMM supervectors constructed by stacking the means or covariance or weights of the adapted mixture com-
ponents on each utterance. We applied these features for emotion recognition independently and jointly and compared
their performance within this task. We built a support vector machine(SVM) classifier based on these features, We tested
the performance of these different features on some public emotion recognition corpus(including IEMOCAP corpus in
English, CASIA corpus in Mandarin, and BerlinEMO-DB in Germany). On the IEMOCARP database, the four-class emo-
tion recognition accuracy of our system is 71. 9%, which outperforms the previously reported best results on this data-
set.
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TABI 7S SRR R R 5 2E R IR B UK B W 75 2 A E O B A
i 4 FORE R LR AR A AN R AT AR 4. X 4
B DR GIT RS, A ERE YE. T EE;
2K WIR P A4S AE SRR M R R SR B BT EE R T
T AL BARAE 5 3) B BB IR B T B B A # BT, UK
SR AT AL RORFE s 4 1830 B TR S AR B A0 A LAY
HRFIERER. ACBRRTHARFEH#ITHS, GIEFT
PERER I HRA AR EHESREREHNHOME

B HHEN R TEFHERRIBHERTAE 3
TN R TIRBFE FIRAE L RGBT 4 R LRT A RAFAE 5
BABNBTERIAK 3 MRS 5 WEHRT BAK
TRBE DR ERER BUa XA TR TAE#AT B4
BHE.
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R R O S RBT LU A B R R A PR 1
BAEEWMIER, 5EEIE R R BB . RE L
I, I X RS, B T2 ; o & WA 18 B S
RN B YEE RS F A A, BB N E B RS B — 0
R, mRAEBRHINEBENREERYE. HEHES
FI LR B — 4 AT B ROEL ERHR , — B
BECHRENTRSHERE, XRAERSEEEERE
BRI S BRERAREE SR AL ET HRERA
—F RAIE R R R B % B R R 8
BRI A TR S BRR 8RB EMF BB N ER
BENTBEREH CRRIEREN. Yo, BEE RS2
IR LSS EREENIRRRENER. E£EEHE
FRBRO AP, HRNERS N 8 L ERER (E XM
BB RGBS RS VBMEVBRRD R 4 REBRER(E.

M TFEHERRNTNS RN RIERRESHA
ERXREBHEXY HERRANDESE. EFFHRIRINFR
G, MIREARNBLZRT ERAR W ILER LB
{R-& 1% (Gaussian Mixture Model, GMM) . & T 4R 7] e A )
(Hidden Markov Model, HMM) | K-if 4 (K-nearest neigh-
bor, KNN), A T # 2 W #& ( Artificial Neural Networks,
ANN) 32 #¥ ] £ #1 (Support Vector Machine, SVM) £+,
HA X R EYLgIA R RS AR R SRS R rT AR 3
HABEIE R RBARETF BB T % .

EEEBRNEE R T LA B SR ESHN L.
BIanEE a8 B R, F BB et @ R
Ze . HFBEB/D., FBFRE (Acoustic Feature) 15 F 1§ RGN
MEGHEANRTEFRE. ARARTIFER TRERNRMP S
YRR, B 1E 5 £ (Pitch) . B2 & (Energy) . i& 3 (Speech
Rate) \Jt R %48 56 MBI AR IED 1 DL B ABUIE HE 5 O 4 1E
B Mel-Frequency Cepstral Coefficients (MFCC) 1 Percep-
tual Linear Prediction(PLP) %™, & MFCC £ H #i & A
BIEMIEEHEZ—  RE RS RO IFSERNK
TR, XERERER O —MIR AR . ETMRIHER ST
FHE(BIaE . F 2 FERS W Z A TIESERIRG
RGPS, TR, RIE T E W2 T0 R %2 5718 B B F 4
HEEFHRERIRAME S PBAE THREFNEEDD, BREETH
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3.1 EBRRER A T

¥ 5% F1 A OpenSMILE T AU #AT{E B U FEREL 5
%7 Interspeech 2010 4E{Z1& 5 2 ¥k ik & (Paralinguistic
Challenge) #J¥Z {8 F B9 455 4E SR BUER B 44 “ emobase2010,
conf’M4, 2% 1 5 T AT BT B MK B R E R %
IR, HAREFAFEA S F R ERE R 40ms (1 0
10ms FyWTRS B , 18] 15 28 W AP AE B A 25ms BB A 10ms
B MRS F B

R 1 ARBWERM R

FEATURES DESCRIPTION
Loudness+Delta Then loudr'xess as the normalized intensity
raised to a power of 0. 3
Fofinal+Delta The smoothed fundamental frequency contour
FOfinEnv-+Delta The envelope of the smoothed fundamental
frequency contour

. The local(frame-to-frame) Jitter
jitterLocal+ Delta (pitch period length deviations)
jitterDDP-+Delta The differential frame-to-frame Jitter

(the ‘Jitter of the Jitter’)

shimmerLocal+Delta T.he local(frémet&frame) Shimmelj
(amplitude deviations between pitch periods)

Voicing final+ Delta The voicing probability of th'e final fundamental
frequency candidate.

MFCC-related MFCCs(15) +logMelFreqBand(8)

3.2 Hit RS ST

TERME S AT 21 MRS R BS54
MFH—HR KA ENEM T 2R T IE KRS
fE. XEFITEHABERRR/MLYE K. FE%, X
TG RE R R T LIS % eER(13].

3.3 HMBENMEFE

X —FAL ) B FH R E T2 B i R R NS 4R 1E
B AR ERNBSHE. EEFRNSTEERFER
KAmfE 8, A LB M R aF &5 E #7858 dn
3. 2 gt RPEE IR R .

BE, ETEHIEHTENERERSINNG—AE S
o BEITRAEE, BIMRIBASARELPHRE
SEEA LB R ERA AR, Edit B A S
15 B AR B 2 [B] A DT Bt B BB BE B SR T k. LG/
FERE 3 MEE (p ho)™, B p BIF— LSRR S
I 5 B RBERI T Fl AR R A8 S B F 3 {E, h BILEERB S
BB, o B FE WG AE 5345 2 Dirichlet 43 %5 59 R % BT #
TEALAE BRI RAFE . KX SRR AR PR B B B (L B B3
$51E (M-Cepstrum) ,

3.4 RFHARESNIE

B2 5 AR B AE AR 532 (bag-of-words 174%) LA & B 54
2 (bag-of-visual words MEREIAL) H(EEFH AP ER., %
L B35 451171 4% (bag-of-audio words) B 77 -t 8% 5 h 3. iz B 21
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ZHREEGRNEES P, HEABERESF—BE
B R AR B S HABAREMEFE LKL
LB HB A BEE BRI/ MIFBE. 4308 L/ K-
4B (K-means) BEH k=4 — (B E, RAEKBEH
FRRBHBEME I ESMEE L.

d;=(di1,dix)
Hi,d,RRE: MIFHBEFE ) MBEFHMALE a0
BOFH. K ARG B K /N RIS 7 B9 80 X~ 2 800 A8
AT REEEE L AR RAL.
3.5 BB ERHE

AR, BT M R 7RIS F RS WS DA R Th
A, i EE R Ed SRR A RE S R e
R EBAETAERY . B S7EEIIRNa S IiEER
HERE LVISGH - T EAT R BEHEE FRA GMM-
UBM) .

£0=ZANXU,5)
Hepa BEUE,NWUL SO RBEAERLU: 1S BRESTMY
EHRhTE. BREHFZ S EXMAE, T8 MF,.TIA
i@ MAP(Maximum A Posterior) i& B4 i — 1% 5 B 5 87
IBA A (Adapted GMM) ; SRS HHEX MR TR SR B A1y
B U, XA = SAUEA R=EARR B E, B 1Rl
THEHNE S EREMER. TUIEETERMEEERH
R R ERHE R L M T 4R 1L, F i AR SVM 412888
A ASEAE .

L2t A o
AR MAP U
(GMM-UBM) U
BAE R Uy
BMNEH

Bl 1 wEE T R RE R A RE R

4 BIEEHR

SHRI7E IEMOCAP JEiE 1% BB RHE L CASIA JUE B EGE
HHEFI Berlin BB RIEREPHITT LR, TEBIX 3
TMEEEZR TR,

4.1 IEMOCAP ZEiFEBEIRE

IEMOCAP J: 5 53 i 48 F 2 258 55 i 8 B4 1
1254 12 /NPT S0 , BRFLSR . 3 AE & (A T #R &
B, 10 B85 WERAG B 5 OEF/SARXMNERT,
BEIIBHEBEREL. 25, ATHE—BXEY4S MR8,
B—AEEDH 3 MRERB#FTRFIRE @R ELH,
AL X Valence, Activation, Dominance 3 M4EE #47 T #5
T AL NERIRREVNSERTLSER. N TF
5 A [EIE B2 3 B B8 , ¥ 18 2% (happy) #12% 45 (exciting) &
FHREMET. ARM AR FEAPERAMBT 421
BORBISIRE. £ 2 RBRTE -LXBRNEGN.

# 2 IEMOCAP & H S ERRINEDHNHER

S - o A - SR )25
1103 1636 1084 1708 5531
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4,2 CASIA BT BIE R R

CASIA £/ ER 5 B LB AT R R eU . B
BIEE 6 BARER . B GER A S VRF T A .
BHERA OB HANREACE 2 BB RE
FiE R (EM 2% 35dB) St 50 B RIR T A Bl H g s &
MR8, BHEESRA 16kHz KL R 16bit Bk, 2330
P, B AR B 1200 ATET R,
4,3 #atk EMO-DB {BiE B RIEE

EMO-DB 2 fa Ak Tolk K 3 55l A9 15 15 s & T,
M 10 ZIEA G B 5 O3 10 MEA G K 5 ) #1777 #R
B @EMAESEEER. W EERFE WEETEE,
FHAE 535 MiEH. EEFEESRMERA 16kHz R K
16bit Bk, EBISCA R BEEGE A S | IO R Tl A4 S
W, B2 B E DB, it 2B EEEN. EERH
R FE E 58, BRI A7 S M 1 BTt
E1Z B B B L% P s I 1718 4 0 BZ IR . R B R IE B  E
LR, 233 20040 5H00 B 10 ) MITHER, B3
84. 3N R BEIE R R,

5 35CIg

FXF AN ERHMREXTEFERTRN. KHRKF
T R TR A R R L B

o BT 1%
R = S B

5.1 LIigE

A5 TR B SRR ER R 7E 10 4138 X BHIF (10-fold cross
validation) FUHEE T 2.

TERE P BB R R EAME R AE RN ARES
B MT xR,

+ Cepstrum. ZEHZR BB 75 2245 AE BN A4 308
BB AR R B RS RRAE

+ ACO. 72 MZL A9 FE R 75 22 4R AE (BR 22183 Cepstrum 4F
fiE) R G+ RS BHE MR B RFFE .

* M-Cepstrum. Bl AR EH B R HTR S
BERYHHAT BE B AL T A5 1 B4R .

« BoW. f| B 22 88 A 3 {L AU 4F1E. ACO-BoW R $5%
LR LR 75 24 AE (I (838 AR A ) HEAT RS A% 4L T 48 3 A0 4%
{iE , Cepstrum-BoW J&15 X Bl 1 75 22 #F 1E BE 1T #S A S AL T 75
FIHYRFE .

« GSV. il 84 MAP-H 15 M 13 21 M S HT IR S ALK
HERDFEIREME RO B TER AR, EXBD, £
FLE) GSV FHE R 2 F i A BIHEF ERHE TS 28,

o+ ARERYBEEEERME. 0. ACO+ Cepstrum 248 Hf #
ACO #1 Cepstrum $F4E .

S, B SR A SVMPE 4326 88 48 TEMOCAP | b
T EAFASEASE, 2L TR ER G S 52
CERBE, REREIT R EE RE S ] CASIA 1 EMO-
DB AREIE T MBIEE R BIF RSB B M.

SEBEBERIEZTRBENRIZ —. EREH
Sya8, IEFm B AL SVM 7 £ 50O R B A P #RB0A 0 2
BAEMNSERZ — MALWHZNERS THEA. 8% .48
&% B (RBF-SVM) 2 B BRI ¥E#E. C A1y &7 RBF-



SVM FEE R HB 28, C EHER IR R X
MR,y ERZHTEE., 8% RS RHETE X BIE, X
C My #ATVM. LR, FEHABEEETE Wekal™
MR REEREE C Ry, K CHERRE 27 8 24,y
MTEER 27 8 2 BiRBOE K.
5.2 IEMOCAP IS4 R

# 35 T S —4 k7 IEMOCAP BUBE FiA
R, ETHHFENESBRERS TS - HEPHESE
PR 67, 8%, it T M agf SCEK [15] R 45 iy 75 2 FR AE 72
IEMOCAP 4 518 B4R MR ER . 1A% 1k (BoW) i #1Y
RAHA KN Ry 4096 , HAL (B3 75 2 REAE (Cepstrum) FFRCR
RIF, (B RIEERIFE F4HE (ACO) PRI AHERE. X
BENFAEEHRIET HEWFERE, ZEE T K
F 8 {AUTE /N A B Tix FASEHME R S A
BHEE , W] LR S Rl AR A S ek B

# 3 RAREE IEMOCAP B &£ LSS

RS BELH  AHR

ACO 616 62.5%
Cepstrum 966 65.1%
M-Cepstrum 52 59. 8%
ACO-BoW 4096 52.2%
Cepstrum-BoW 4096 66.4%
(ACO+ Cepstrum)-BoW 4096 63.4%
GSV-mean 2944 67.3%
GSV-cov 2944 67.8%
GSV-weight 64 56, 6%

ERHRE S IR EE A P ITE RN B A &7
TEL, AR S 8f . R 4 BR T Top-10 MSR1E
HEREIRERE. NP R ACO 5HME—H—4F
fERy R ERXT 23 LR BT IR W, B L5 IR B ACO Fnifib
SR BARIE B B A, 38 ACO FOE Al SRS 5 k15 B 1 4%
IE#EFT 3 FHAFIEMI MG . W 5 FTF], ACO, GSV-mean il
GS8V-cov B A BUS T BB RHERE 7L 0%, Mo BH T
BLHTZE IEMOCAP 5 818 BRI BT 45 R0,

# 4 Toplo PIERERTHIRL & M5 2R H

HiEE EHE
Cepstrum-BoW + GSV-mean 71.00%
Cepstrum-BoW+GSV-cov 70. 90%
Cepstrum-+ Cepstrum-BoW 70. 60%
Cepstrum+ GSV-mean 70.40%
Cepstrum~+GSV-cov 70.20%
ACO-+Cepstrum-BoW 70.10%
M-Cepstrum+ GSV-cov 69.70%
ACO+GSV-cov 69. 60%
GSV-mean+GSV-cov 69.40%
ACO+GSV-mean 69.10%
RS SAMNMEMHRANTIERE
BER BHE
ACO-+Cepstrum-BoW+GSV-mean 71.8%
ACO+Cepstrum-BoW+GSV-cov 71.8%
ACO+ Cepstrum—+ Cepstrum-BoW 71.4%
ACO+Cepstrum+GSV-mean 71.2%
ACO+Cepstrum-+GSV-cov 70. 3%
ACO+M-Cepstrum+GSV-cov 70.3%
ACO+ GSV-mean + GSV-cov 71.9%

StFRIRE R A H B LA AL A . F A FoCal
THR™IEYISE PHITE M B, BFEEBMRESH
R TIiASE. & 6 5 TARKZE LGB & 1158

SPRWERE, FRERBRFHRSBCREA MRS ]
HA R TRESMENEBEMEENER T/EMRME .

£6 FURMESHREHEES KRR

HEE Lk
Cepstrum—+GSV-cov 65.5%
Cepstrum-BoW+GSV-mean 67.0%
Cepstrum-BoW-+GSV-cov 67.1%
Cepstrum~+ Cepstrum-BoW 67.0%
Cepstrum-+ GSV-mean 65.4%
ACO+Cepstrum-BoW 66. 9%
M-Cepstrum+ GSV-cov 68.0%
ACO~+GSV-cov 67.9%
GSV-mean+GSV-cov 67.5%
ACO+GSV-mean 67.3%

5.3 CASIA LIEER

f# F7E IEMOCAP H U R BRI B AR EHE B 7 CA-
SIA BiEE BT, SRWE 7 HF, KP,F Ceps-
trum-BoW $H4E , 253 32 UIAE 24 R i A K/ Ky 2048 BEZK
REWF, X EH T CASIA $IEEMEIE R L IEMOCAP %
/N, BREFTHIET, Cepstrum-BoW F1 GSV-mean 1}
RERTRIFNTHE. B TREERERERHE, R
THIHMPIRMZRIFEER S, ERFERME 8 FT5.

£ 7 BEREL CASIA BiRS L RS HKHERE

R BEEYS RHR
ACO 616 72.6%
Cepstrum 966 82.8%
Cepstrum-BoW 2048 85.1%
GSV-mean 2944 83.0%
GSV-cov 2944 77.0%

F* 8 ZHRERPMAZE CASIA SIS BRI, AHEHR

HIEE L kS
ACO~Cepstrum 84.7%
ACO+Cepstrunr BoW 85.3%
ACO+GSV-mean 85.1%
Cepstrum-BoW+GSV-mean 86%
Cepstrum+ Cepstrum-BoW 87.2%
ACO+Cepstrum-BoW-+GSV-mean 86.7%
ACO+ Cepstrum + Cepstrum-BoW 87.8%

5.4 EMO-DB SLI& 4R

FRERBCEZE EMO-DB B4 LSS Rink 9 M
% 10 51, Cepstrum-BoW BB AKm A K /N Y 1024 Bfsk B £
I, 3% 5 B4R £ R /A 36, EMO-DB RO $U3E 4 K /N R
CASIA #—2,

#9 BN EMO-DBHESE LM S A

¥ AEAE 4 H HHE
ACO 616 80.9%
Cepstrum 966 86.6%
Cepstrum-BoW 1024 84.7%
GSV-mean 2944 86.4%
GSV-cov 2944 82.1%

£ 10 ZHFHERTHIRE7E EMO-DB 8B4 b a2 R

BER RHE
ACO-+Cepstrum 87.8%
ACO-+Cepstrum-BoW 88.4%
ACO+GSV-mean 88.8%
Cepstrum+GSV-mean 89.5%
Cepstrum + Cepstrum-BoW 89.7%
ACO+Cepstrum+Cepstrum-BoW 90.1%
ACO+ Cepstrum+ GSV-mean 90.3%
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MFEh I IF &, Cepstrum-BoW 1 GSV-mean 3 R [
BEENSEEEE ARZEEE MY MBI BREERE/D
fECHBREERMA S S MR EN ST RE. B,
ACORHES &G BIE R AR ENEIMERES M
BEYRBE.

£RiF AFE IEMOCAP HiEEBAE R .CASIA 1L
B RBAE R R Berlin iEBREMESE SHAREST . AR
FIXR/NBIEE LT TiEEHE RN SR, EEI{’E%WH
BUAS [R) A 75 SR TE L ROV R B IE A9 B Fp 55 4L, R iR Ry
B BARE SRR mME. BUEENIENT THERS
B ASHE RS SR MBEA R W, R4k, e
B S R BN, B 5 RB S e BN RE R B AME
EEMBEE PR FERMS, B RKKIES TIRIIERR,
£ IEMOCAP 3B b, REMRSIERE XS T 71. 9%,
e T ZIERBEE ERENRITER.
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